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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

RECEIVED 

O C T  2 8 2003 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Si merely, 

Willie Gary Mullinix 
4902 Tracemeadow Drive 
Houston, TX 77066 
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Vonimissioner Michael J .  C,opps 
-14 i  12th Street, N b Y  
~\'.1ch1ngton. I)C 20554 

\'I.\ E'4CSITVlII.E 

RECEIVED 
OCT 2 8 2003 

Federal Cammuntcattons Commission 
Offffie of the Secre$ry 

I)ear Cominissioiiei Copps, 

.k :I roiisuiner of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
('oiiiiiiuiiicatioiis Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 

Iiroadcnst flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digiLil television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digit.il television equipment. That transition will he far more palatable to nie as a consumes i f  switching 
dorcn't inem discnrdiiig my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
l o i  w t  another clwice in mv living room. Please do not allow the MPAA aiid its allies to hinder the transition 
In m.iking us buv s p ~ c i n l - ~ ~ u r ~ ~ o s e  IITV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  .iddition, I am very roncerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
Lechnology, I can he more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
retort1 TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child 's  football game to n distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD aiid play it at my friends 
zrp.irtmrnt. Tht  broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

I t  thr i i i o w  to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
rxti t ing.  what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pictiire is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computri 
qiupment.  As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sllll'?TP\\., 

.lo11 .\llan Sharp 
169 S 925 LY. 
( ) ~ ( . n i  IIT 234058 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasliington, DC 20554 

RECEIVED 

OCT 2 8 2003 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge t l ie Federal 
Communications Commissioii to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Tlie digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesii't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device it1 my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

I n  addition, I am very coiicerned about t l ie fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  tlie move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I liave as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment' A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizeii and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing t l ie broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Symenski 
1420 S .  Church St 
Burlington, NC 27215 



High D. Hyatt 
P.O. Box 143 

Bryn Athyn, PA LYOOY 
6 I I Dale Road RECEIVED 

OCT 2 8 2003 

Federal C o m m m  Commlssbn 
Wie of the Secretary 

[)ai Conmussioiiei Michael J. Copps. 

A s  a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products. I urge the Fedeid 
COiiuiiiuucations Coiimssion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I mi outraged that the FCC 
M ' O L I I ~  cmisider a iegillatlon would restrict the way I eqoy television. 

The bi-oatlcast flag is neither m niy interest nor the public's mterest. It will prevent nie fiom watchng digJtdl 
hmatlcast television in the ways 1 currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will iestiict niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom rami-to-rami md place-to-place 

1 lie broadcast flag will also lock out my computei as a way to watch niy favorite shows using iiiy choice ot 
wftwaic on a plaiir or tram. or to send a television clip o f a  hgh school footlmll game to fanlily and fiieiids 

Furtliei~inoic, ifconq,iitns cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative tlevelolxrs to 
dim>vei iiew de\ i c e  that amble nie to use conteiit u1 exciung ways 1 haven't even thought of? 1 vdue 
I t i i i i x a t i w  tle~ices like 'IiVo, KeplayTV and the Wintlows Media Center PC, wluch eust totlay Ixcaue they 
wci e buill to open stantlards using mexpensive, &-the-shelf computer parts 

If the iiiovz to tligtal television does not make the public's viewmg expriencz niore eqoyable. flexblr. and 
excituig, what conlpellmg reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment" A prettiei 
ipictire is Imrdly ciiough reason for nie to dispense with all my current consumer electronics an6 conqxitei 
cqiiipmmnt As 3 citizen anti viewei of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
tiailsition by o p p s i i ~  adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

HughD Hyatt 

1 



~ 

To Page 1 of 1 2003-IC-23 17 30 42 (GMT) 15505181 679 From 

Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesii't mean discarding my extsting home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcastflag. With today's 
teclinoiogy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reasoii do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipmeiit7A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizeii and coiisumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Karl 1. Smith 
12525 SW Foothill Dr 
Portland, OR 97225 
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Thursday, October  2 3  2 0 0 3  

Commiss ioner  Michael I Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commiss ioner  Copps, 

A s  a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, a n d  computer  products, I urge  t h e  Federal 
Communica t ions  Commiss ion t o  vo te  against t h e  adopt ion of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict  t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digi ta l  television t rans i t ion rel ies on convincing consumers  of  t h e  benef i ts of switching t o  
and buying digital television equ ipment .  That  t ransi t ion wi l l  be  far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as  a 
consumer  if switching doesn ' t  m e a n  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network,  buying n e w  high- 
resolut ion displays, and f ind ing r o o m  fo r  y e t  ano the r  device in m y  l iv ing r o o m  Please do  no t  
aiiow t h e  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion b y  mak ing  us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  are m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

In addit ion, I a m  ve ry  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of t h e  broadcast flag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than  a passive recipient of  con ten t  -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate I can r e c o r d T V t o  wa tch  later;  clip a smal l  piece o f T V  and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie,  send an  ema i l  clip of  my chi ld's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat ive; o r  record a 
n/ pi-ogram onto  a DVD a n d  play it a t  my fr iend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove  th i s  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I en joy .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  te levis ion does no t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have  as a consumer  t o  buy  n e w  
digi ta i  equ ipment7  A pret t ier  TV picture is ha rd l y  enough  reason fo r  m e  to  d ispense w i t h  all m y  
cur ren t  consumer  electronics and computer  equ ipment .  As a citizen and consumer  of  
broadcast television, I u r g e  you t o  p romote  t h e  digi ta l  t ransi t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
f lag 

Si  t i  cei.eiy, 

Denise Hooper 
4 E u c a l y p t u s L a n e  
San Ramon, C A 9 4 5 8 3  
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Tlie digital televisioii transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital televisioii equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't meail discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not  make the public's viewing experience more enloyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment' A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne Fortner 
21205 107th ave se 
Snohomish, WA 98296 
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Cominission~r I\Iicliiiel .J. Copps 
44; 12th Street. N\\ 
\Y:r~lllngton. I)(' 2oj.5') 

\.l.\ b'.-\CSlMILE 

Ikar  C'oininissioncr COIJ~S,  

As , I  roi i~uinei  of biondcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coininnnications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
<I  broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'I'hc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
cligital television equipment. That transition will be fai inore palatable to me as a coiisuiiier if switrhing 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for Yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
In, m.iking us IJW special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

111 .idditioii. I am v ~ n  coiirerned abont the fair-use implications of the broadcast fliig With today's 
trcliiiologs I clin be iiiore than a I J ~ S S ~ V K  recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate.. I can 
rccoi d T\: to w.itch later; clip a sinall piece of ?Ir and splice It into a home movie: send a n  einail clip of my 
child's football g.ime to R distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and pltjy it at  my friend's 
i i [ ~ i i i  tincnt Iht, bro,idcast fldg seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

I t  thr iiiove to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience moie enjoyable, flexible, and 
eiiiling. what compelling reason do  I have as a consuiner to buy new digital equipment? Aprettier TV 
piiture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipinent. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition br 
olJposiiig the broadcast flag. 

S i i i i  i w l v .  

Kobcrt L. Hemus 
,145 Indian Creek Road 
H : I I J ~ Y  Camp, C.4 96039 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing coilsumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buymg 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I cat1 be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N t o  watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enloyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is liardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Lucantoni 
10 Oak Tree Lane 
Asbury Park, N1 07712 



16506181679 From To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-23 17 24 14 (GMT) 

Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment AS a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Wayne 
na 
L a s  Vegas, NV 89128 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and Computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I' I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an m a i l  clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I! the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

G Wibush 
565 w cornet bay 
Oak Harbor, WA 98277 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
tha t  a broadcast f lag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications o f  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment, A s  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Adam Bolt 
427 W 51st  St. #1 J 
New York, NY 10019 
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Thursday, October  23 2003 

Commiss ioner  Michael  I .  Copps 
445 1 2 t h  Street, N W  
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai Commiss ioner  Copps, 

As a consumer  o f  broadcast television, electronics, a n d  compu te r  products, I urge  t h e  Federal 
Communica t ions  Commiss ion to vo te  against  t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast f lag." I am gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast  f lag regu la t ion  wou ld  restr ict  t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The digi ta i  te levis ion t rans i t ion rel ies on  convincing consumers  o f  t h e  beneft ts o f  switching t o  
and buy ing  digi ta l  te levis ion equ ipmen t .  Tha t  t rans i t ion wi l l  be  far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer  if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding my exist ing h o m e  network,  buy ing  n e w  high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding r o o m  fo r  y e t  ano the r  device in my l iv ing r o o m .  Please d o  n o t  
al low t h e  MPAA and i t s  al l ies t o  h inder  t h e  t rans i t ion by mak ing  us  buy  special-purpose O N  
devices tha t  a r e  m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

I n  addit ion, I am very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use impl icat ions of t h e  broadcast  flag. Wi th  
today 's  technology, I can b e  m o r e  than  a passive recipient o f  con ten t  -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record  N t o  watch  later;  clip a sma l l  piece of  TV and splice it i n to  a 
h o m e  movie,  send a n  e m a i l  cl ip o f  my chi ld's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a d is tant  relat ive;  o r  record a 
N p r o g r a m  o n t o  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apa r tmen t .  T h e  broadcast  f lag seems 
designed t o  r e m o v e  th i s  contro l  a n d  f lexibi l i ty  t h a t  I en joy .  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  television does  n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do  I have as a consumer  t o  buy  n e w  
d ig i ta l  equ ipmen t?  A p re t t i e r  N pic ture !s hard l y  enough  reason  fo r  m e  to  d ispense w i t h  a l l  m y  
cur ren t  consumer  electronics and compu te r  equ ipmen t .  As a citizen a n d  consumer  of 
broadcast television, I u r g e  you t o  p r o m o t e  t h e  digi ta l  t rans i t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ken 
P . 0  B o x 5 3 9 4 9  
Los Angeles, CA 9 0 0 5 3  
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Thursday, October  2 3  2 0 0 3  

Cornmissioner Michael  J.  Copps 
445  1 2 t h  Street, N W  
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissionei- Copps, 

As a consumer  of  broadcast television, electronics, and compu te r  products, I urge the Federal  
Communica t ions  Commiss ion t o  vo te  against t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast  f lag regulat ion wou ld  restr ict  t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digi ta l  te lev is ion t rans i t i on  rel ies on  convincing consumers  o f  t h e  benef i t s  o f  switching t o  
and buy ing  digi ta l  television equ ipmen t .  T h a t  t rans i t ion will be  f a r  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  a s  a 
consumer  if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding my exist ing h o m e  network ,  buy ing  n e w  high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  fo r  y e t  ano the r  device in my Itving r o o m .  Please d o  n o t  
al low t h e  MPAA and i t s  al l ies t o  h inder  t h e  t rans i t ion by mak ing  us buy  special-purpose D W  
devices t h a t  a re  m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

In addit ion, I a m  v e r y  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use  impl icat ions o f  t h e  broadcast  f lag. Wi th  
today 's  technology, I can b e  m o r e  than  a passive recipient of con ten t  -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record  TV t o  watch  later,  clip a sma l l  piece of TV a n d  splice it i n t o  a 
h o m e  movie;  send a n  ema i l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat ive;  or record  a 
n/ prog ram onto  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apa r tmen t .  The  broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  r e m o v e  th i s  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty  t h a t  I en joy .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  te levis ion does no t  make t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer  t o  buy  n e w  
digi ta l  equ ipmen t7  A p re t t i e r  N pic ture is h a r d l y  enough  reason for m e  t o  d ispense w i t h  ai l  m y  
cur ren t  consumer  electronics a n d  compu te r  equ ipmen t .  As a cit izen a n d  consumer  of  
broadcast television, I urge  you to p r o m o t e  t h e  digi ta l  t rans i t ion b y  opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Silvano Zobele 
9 upper  neshanic  
Hil lsborough, N I  08844 
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Thursday, October 23 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing coiisumers of  the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transitioii 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modrfy, create, and participate. I c a n  
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility t h a t  I enjoy. 

I f  tile move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Keith Shaw 
3603 Barton Springs 
San Antonio, TX 78247 
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October 23, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon AS a 
consumer and ctlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competnive market for consumer electronlc9 must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for theli 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of ON-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result in products that don't necesserlly r&lect wnat consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you ?or your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Charles Martin1 
16905 Falconrldge Road 
Llthla, FL 33547 
USA 



Douglas Ci. Wilbam~ 
820.5 Southwood Dr Nw 
North Canton, Ohio 44720 

c'onuiussioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Conuniuxcations Conmussion 
445 12th sleet. Nw 
\\'ashn@m, D C 20554 

Dear Conmussionn Mclmel J. Copps. 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electromcs and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conmiumcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I ani outraged that the FCC 
~ o u l d  considei a regidation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television. 

Ihe  bioddcast flag is neither m niy interest nor the public's merest. It will prevent nle fioni watchng digital 
Ihroadcast television in the ways I currently enJoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will resiict my  
ahility to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom rmm-to-rmni and place-to-place 

The buoadcast flag will also lock out my conlputer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
\ofiwwe on a plane or tram. or to send a television clip of a hgh school football game to farmly anti fiieiids 

l-tirthei mole, if computers cannot freely I-we~ve digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discovei new de:\~ices that enable nie to use content m exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovati\ e devices like TiVo. ReplaylV and the Windows Media Center PC. wluch exist today &cause they 
were hiiilt to opeti stantlards using mexpensive, oil-the-shelf computer paits. 

Il'the move to tlignal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
cxcitmg. what compellmg reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'' A prettier 
picture I S  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consunsr electronics and conlputei 
cquipnient As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
tiai1~ition by oplmsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

I~oilglas CT willlalx 

1 



Page 1 of 1 8 48 03 AM, 10/23/03 541 3023099 To 

October 23.  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.15 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am vriting to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowlng movie studios to 
veto features of DTB-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result In me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
msk an investment In DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Garth Whitacre 
21007 Stanford Square 
Apt 2U2 
Sterling, V A  20166 
U S A  
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October 23. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commssion 
445 12th Street, NIX7 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am wntulg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
television As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
tlehts. and the ultimate adoption of DTV, 

A tobust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abllity to innovate for 
dieir customers. .%llowmgmovie stu&os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll enable the s t u d m s  to 
rell technologists what new products they can create. T h i s  will result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it  could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
FunChonall ty 

If t h e  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment m DTWcapable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I wll  not pay more for devlces that hmit my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for clgtal telemaon. Thank you for your time. 

Sl"Celely. 

hiders  Bergsten 
I G o n r p n  
Uppala, 75238 
%,den 



Sandra C. Stokei 
Wilson Mddle School 
805 W. Church 
Newark, OH 43055 

C~(~iiuiussimier Mchael J Copps 
Fedri al Coiimituxcations Comnussion 
445 l2tli Street. &W 
\Vasluiigoii. I) C‘ 20554 

Dear Cmmussionei Mchael J. Copps 

, 4 b  a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
c‘onm~tuucatioiis Conmussionto vote apimt the adoption of a ”broadcast flag.” This action will luiut rhe 
?ducation of oitr students. Students respond to vistwls and not being able to record and discuss segments of 
propranis / coniinercials l m t s  the availability ofnwterials. 

The bioadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the public’s merest. It will pievent 
Imadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy amlog broadcast television-for example, it will iestrict ixy 
;ibility to move the video I have recorded foi personal viewing fiom rooni-to-rconi antl place-to-place. 

Tftlic move to tlig~lltal television does not make the ptiblic’s viewlng experience more enjoyable, flexblc, antl 
eucitmg. what conpelluig reason do I h a v e  as a constuner to buy new tligital teloision eqiupment” A lp~ettiei 
pictitre I \  hardly enough reason foi iiie to tlispeme with all niy current consumer eleztrorucs and compute1 
qitil>iiient As LI citizen and biewer of broatlcast television. I ilrge you to pioiiiote the digital television 
1i.iiisitioii by oplx~ing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Siiicerely, 

Siiiiclra C Stoker 

fioni watchmg tiiptal 

1 
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October 23, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FtCmandated adoptlon ol"broadcastllag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ?or Innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettttde market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuladurers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnlerlor lunctlonalny 

17 the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to m a k  an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Dustln Kllne 
13921 Foster St #505 
Overland Park, KS 66223 
USA 
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October 23, 2003 

Coinmissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Deat Michael Copps, 

I an wntmg to voice my opposlhon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
relemsion As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
q l i r s .  m d  the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A toburt, compehuve market for consumer electrotllcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abiLty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studtos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment rmll mable the studios to 
tell technologets what new products they can create. I l l s  d result ln products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for lnfenor 
funcuonalq. 

I F  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less Lkely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that l m t  my nghts et  the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgrtd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Hen y Behnen 
-100 I(enurood Rd 
Samt Cloud, MN 56303 
CSA 
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October 23, 2003 

Commissioner iMlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commissmn 
445 12th Street. NIX' 
Washington. D.C 20554 

Deal Michael Copps 

I m writing to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

..\ iobust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted UI manufacturers' abihty to innovate for 
theit customers Allowing mome stud~os to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment ulll enable the studios to 
tell technologists what n w  products they can create. ?ius will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for infenor 
funcbonality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DW-capable 
receivers and other equipment I will not pay more for devices thit limit my nghts i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Scott Bums 
434 N Lincoln S t  
Arlington, VA 22201 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6 20 59 AM, 10/23/03 5413023099 - To 

October 23, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and Cmzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competkive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manuracturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what Consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor?unctlonalRy 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more ?or devlces that limn my rights at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

mark tomllnson 
14212 Wlnterset Dr 
Orlando. FL 32832 
USA 



Duane Neil 
The Chapin School 
100 East End Avenue 
New York. NY 10028 

C-onuiussioneI Mchad J Copps 
Federal Conmituucauons Comnussion 
44s 12th street. Nw 
Washngton, D C. 20554 

Ilea Conmussloner Mchael J Copps 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electromcs andcomputer products. I urge the Federal 
Commtuucations Comnussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I an1 outraged that the FCC 
wotdd consider a regulatlon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the public's mterest. It will prevent me from watchng digml 
Ixoadcast television in the ways I cimently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example. it will restrtct niy 
*ihility to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room antl place-to-place 

Ihe hroatlcabt flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using niy choice of  
.;ofiwze on a plane or tram, ot to send a television clip of a hgh school football game to f m l y  antl friends 

Fuuthernwre, if computers cannot fi-eely receive digital television how can I expect creative tleveloprs to 
~Iiscovet new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I vdure 
innovative tlevices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exlst today because they 
 we^ e built to open standards using inexpensive. off-the-shelf computer pans. 

Ifthe move to dignal television does not make the public's viewmg experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg, what conlpelllng reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A Iprettiel 
pictitre is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consimxr electromcs and wxnptiter 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I wge you to promote the digital television 
tiansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

A.; a media educator, the use of clips from television shows and commercials not only contributes to niedia 
litelate consiuners but brings the shows and ads into the classroom this giving them addiuonal expositre 

Please vote against the adoption ofa "broadcast flag". 

Siiicerely. 

Dime Neil 

1 


